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HEALTH 


blished the story of the human body, its ailments and 
een and remedies, how to care for the health 
when well and how to regain it quickly when sick, covering 
the period from the cradle to the grave, all told in simple 
language by a carefully selected staff of 
UNIVERSITY PROFESSORS 
AND NOTED PHYSICIANS 
A practical medical reference work which should be in 
every lawyer's library. It tells how to keep well, based on 
the Strenuous American Life of to-day. 
You—- 
readers of Case and Comment, if all unstrang from overwork 
or other causes, can know how to set yourself right in 
the quickest and easiest way. It well, study yourself, you 
don’t know when something may give way. You can prevent 
it if you know how. 2 volumes, 1400 pages, illustrated, 
bound in Half Black Persian Morocco. Complete index. 
$11.00 Delivered. Senton approval if desired. 
NATIONAL HEALTH SOCIETY, 
1248 Morse Street, Washington, D. C, 
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W.L. Sover, New Yor« City, 37-39 W. 42ND STREET 
W. A. WRIGHT, ROCHESTER, N. Y., 125 EB. & B. BLbG. 
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CORNELL UNIVERSITY 


COLLEGE OF LAW 


Three-year course including only law subjects. Four- 
year levee including also subjects in history, eco- 
nomics and finance. Seven resident professors 
besides non-resident lecturers. Library of over 36,000 
volumes. Special Department of Practice. College 
year begins in late September. For particulars 
address, Dean of the College of Law, 

CORNELL UNIVERSITY, ITHACA, N. Y. 
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At last the perfect Pipe—the pipe that 
it is a delight to smoke—that never 
bites,and thatis Freefromtherank odors 
which women so detest about the house. 
The man who says he cannot smoke a 
pipe CAN smoke this one —and with the 
eenest pleasure that tobacco ever gave. 
It is made of specially annealed glass — Unbreak- 
able, Non-Absorbent and readily Cleanable, with 
an inner vented-bowl of ingenious construction, 
allowing every grain of the tobacco to be burned 
to a dry ash —and drawing the nicotine away from 
mouth contact. That does away with the nasty little 
heel of nicotine—soaked residue with its bad odor 
and tongue biting taste. It is the only pipe in 
the world that remains cool throughout— whose 
last whiff is as sweet as the first. 
Smoke it for a week on trial. Your money 
back then if not satis- 
fied. In ordering 
State preference 
for straight 


“on! a Price $1.50 
(with case $2.00) 
Postpaid in U.S. and § 


Canada. Foreign coun- 
tries acid postage. 


y ‘‘The History of Smoking.’ 
7 TURCO-AMERICAN PIPE CO. 
325 South Ave., Rochester, N.Y. 


Reterence, National Bank of Com- 
merce, Rochester, 


The wonderful speed attained by UNDERWOOD 
operators is not alone due to the freedom of action 
and ease of manipulation of the machine. 

The Visibility, Tabulation, and Durability help 
mightily to accelerate the speed of the UNDERWOOD 


operator. 


Underwood Typewriter Company 


The Machine You Will 
Eventually Buy 


241 Broadway 


NEW YORK CITY 


When writing to advertisers please mention CASE AND COMMENT. 





Lawyers’ 
| Common - Place and 
Brief Book 


With an alphabetical index of over one 
thousand titles and subjects 


By a member of the New York City Bar 


The plan of this work is the outcome of the 
author’s Experience in using other com- 
mon-place books. He has given its practi- 
cal utility a thorough test. 


Every practicing attorney recommends the 
usefulness of some common-place book. 
Fulbee, Roger North, Lord Hale, Phillips and 
Locke, givé it their endorsement. Lord 
North says: 

“Common-placing is so necessary that 
without a wonderful, I might say miraculous 
fecundity of memory, three parts of reading 
in four will be utterly lost to one who 
useth it not.” 

The author has placed a fund of legal 
knowledge at his command by constant 
application and great studiousness. Its plan 
is general and systematic. Size, 8x9; ledger 
paper ; leather back and corners ; 300 pages, 
$3.00. 1,000 pages, fullleather; Russia ends 
and bands, $5.00. Express prepaid. 


Williamson Law Book Company 


ROCHESTER, N. Y. 
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‘Shakespeare’s Complete 


Works 


20 vols., bound in red cloth, gold stamping, 
clearly printed on English featherweight 
paper, large type, 40 illustrations in colors, 
glossary and notes. Published at $25.00. 


SPECIAL $10.75 
Messages and Papers of 
the Presidents 


ro vols., half morocco, beautifully illustrated 
in photogravure. Regular price $30.00. 


SPECIAL $10.75 
The Works of Thomas 


Jefferson 
12 vols, The magnificent Federal edition 
published by Putnam. Printed on paper 
made especially for this edition. Illustra- 
tions in photogravure upon Japan paper. 
Limited to a thousand signed and numbered 
sets. Published at $60.00. 
SPECIAL PRICE $25.00 

Express prepaid. Money refunded if not 

entirely satisfactory. 


Scrantom, Wetmore & Co. 
Established 1868 ROCHESTER, N. Y. 
One of the largest book stores in America 





Nervous Disorders 


The nerves need a constant supply 
of phosphates to keep them steady 
and strong. A deficiency of the phos- 
phates causes a lowering of nervous 
tone, indicated by exhaustion, rest- 
lessness, headache or insomnia, 


Horsford’s 
Acid Phosphate 


(Neon-Alcoholic.) 

furnishes the phosphates in a pure and 
abundantform. It supplies the nerve 
cells with health-giving life force, re- 
pairs waste, restores the strength and 
induces restful sleep without the use 
of dangerous drugs. An Ideal Tonic 
in Nervous Diseases. 

If your druggist can’t supply you we will senda 


small bottle, prepaid, on receipt of 25 cents. 
Rumford Chemical Works, Providence, R. I, 


The Only Picture in Ex. 
istence of the Present 
Supreme Court of the 


United States 
A SUGGESTION FOR OFFICE ADORNMENT 


The actual size of the photograph (Not 
including the mount) is 14 x 18 inches, and 
we will mail promptly the unmounted 
photograph on receipt of three dollars. 

The beautiful, rich brown sepia platinums 
are four dollars, and if you have never seen 
one of these sepias you can scarcely appre 
ciate their beauty. 

Mounted photographs sent C.0.D. No 
extra charge for mounting. Packed free df 
cost. 


Cc. M. BELL STUDIO, 
LLOYD WHITE, PROPRIETOR, 
1321 G St., N. W. Washington, D. 6 


When writing to advertisers please mention CASE AND COMMENT. 
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Published Monthly By 
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505 Lakeside Bldg. 
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copies, 5 cents. 


For advertising rates, address Case and Com- 
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Delegations to Influence Legislation. 


Protests against the invasion of the state 
capital by delegations of citizens to in- 
fluence legislation have appeared in press 
reports two or three times, at least, within 
the last year. One member is just quoted 
as strongly opposed to these attempts by 
the people to influence the legislative acts 
of their representatives, because, among 
other things, it implies a want of confidence 
in the legislative body, and because, if the 
people have representatives whom they can- 
not trust, they ought to send better ones. 
It is easy to see that an honorable and high- 
spirited man, faithfully attending to his 
duties and honestly endeavoring to use his 
best judgment in the interests of the people, 
may naturally feel somewhat sensitive, 
and perhaps indignant, if a large body of 
his constituents follow him to the capital 
for the purpose of urging him to vote right 
on a pending measure. Obviously the visit 
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of such a delegation does imply a lack of 
confidence in the representative, or at least 
in some of the representatives, whom the 
delegation hopes to influence; and a repre- 
sentative can hardly be blamed if he does 
not welcome such visits. There are always 
in every legislature men of high character, 
as well as ability, who can be trusted to 
act in the interests of the public, and not 
to be controlled by either corrupt influences 
or the more insidious, but often none the 
less pernicious, influences of partisanship 
and personal advantage. But, have our 
legislatures as a whole been worthy of 
being trusted on important legislation with- 
out pressure from the people? Let us look 
at the undisputed facts. For years, in- 
fluences of some kind have been potent 
enough in Albany to procure and keep on 
the statute books a law to protect gambling 
on race tracks in obvious evasion, and in 
almost direct defiance, of the Constitution. 
Legislators swore to support the Constitu- 
tion of the state, and, instead, voted to sup- 
port the race-track associations, and pro- 
tect the gambling which the Constitution 
prohibited. Year after year the public sen- 
timent of the state proved powerless to 
change this scandalous situation. Accord- 
ing to all the press reports, the prospect of 
redeeming the state from this disgrace 
this year would have been a hopeless one, 
except for the straightforward and uncom- 
promising course of the governor, and an 
unusual rousing of the public. If citizens 
had all stayed at home and left the legis- 
lature entirely to itself, few will doubt that 
this betrayal of the Constitution in the 
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interest of the gamblers would have been 
perpetuated. Whenever any measure of re- 
form is under consideration by the legisla- 
ture, if the good citizens all stay at home 
and trust blindly to their representatives, 
while the secret work of those who are 
financially interested in the perpetuation of 
the evil aimed at is allowed to go on un- 
opposed, the chances for reformed legisla- 
tion in most legislatures will not be very 
promising. The suggestion that, if the peo- 
ple cannot trust their representatives, they 
should send better ones, is unmistakably 
good. That is exactly what should be done, 
but, until they get better ones, they need 
to give pretty sharp attention to the work 
which their present representatives are 
doing. While sensitive and honorable men 
in legislative bodies may not like the impli- 
cations that arise from a visiting delegation 
of their constituents to urge legislation, 
their own personal sensitiveness ought not 
to weigh very greatly in the matter. If they 
are sincerely advocating the public interest, 
they ought to be heartily glad of reinforce- 
ments. 


_——— 


Boycotting Interstate Commerce. 


A far-reaching decision in its effect both 
upon labor unions and upon interstate com- 
merce.is that of Loewe v. Lawlor, decided 
February 3, 1908, by the Supreme Court of 
the United States, Adv. S. U. S. 1907, p. 
301, 28 Sup. Ct. Rep. 301. The illegality 
of combinations which amount to a boycott 
has been so often decided by the courts that 
the general doctrine is well understood. It 
has been applied to a variety of conditions, 
and to different classes of people. One of 
the recent cases which holds that a boycott 
of a wholesale dealer by retailers for sell- 
ing goods to a competitor whom they wish to 
put out of business is unlawful, is Klingel’s 
Pharmacy v. Sharp & Dohme, 104 Md. 218, 7 
L.R.A.(N.S.) 976, 64 Atl. 1029. The decision 
is sustained by the authorities cited in the 
opinion of the court and in the annotations 
to the case. A boycott by a combination of 
employers of a blacklisted employee was 
held unlawful in Joyce v. Great Northern 
R. Co. 100 Minn. 225, 8 L.R.A.(N.S.) 756, 
110 N. W. 975. This decision was based on 
a statute making such a combination illegal, 


and this statute was held constitutional, 
These and other cases lay down a doctrine 
broad enough to apply impartially to peo- 
ple of every class. If labor organizations 
are to be protected against boycotts, they 
must concede that other persons ought to 
be protected from boycotts by them. They 
must be subject to the law which they in- 
voke in their own favor. The Supreme 
Court of the United States, in the Lawlor 
Case, has merely held that the plain pro- 
visions of the Federal anti-trust act of 
July 2, 1890, against combinations “in re- 
straint of trade or commerce among the 
several states” are applicable to all classes 
of people alike. The court had previously 
enforced this law against the great traffic 
associations, in United States v. Joint Traf- 
fic Asso. 171 U. S. 505, 43 L. ed. 259, 19 
Sup. Ct. Rep. 25, and against the great 
railroad combination, in the Northern Se- 
curities Case, 193 U. S. 197, 48 L. ed. 679, 
24 Sup. Ct. Rep. 436. In the latter case 
the court said: “The act declares illegal 
every contract, combination, or conspiracy, 
in whatever form, of whatever nature, and 
whoever may be parties to it, which direet- 
ly or necessarily operates in the restraint 
of trade or commerce among the several 
states.” Unless, therefore, the court was to 
be guilty of partiality or favoritism toward 
labor unions as a class, in defiance of its 
own clearly and emphatically expressed doe- 
trine, when dealing with combinations of 
capitalists, there was no escape from the 
decision that labor unions, as well as other 
persons, were subject to the act. 

The effect of the labor-union boycott in 
this case to constitute a restraint of trade 
or commerce among the states was another 
question involved. But it was found that 
there was a combination to destroy an ex- 
isting interstate traffic in hats by a boycott 
which prevented the manufacturers from 
making hats intended for transportation be- 
yond the state, and prevented dealers from 
reselling the hats in other states, as well as 
from making further purchases. It was, 
therefore, a combination in restraint of 
trade and commerce among the states, 
though some of the acts involved were in 
themselves, taken separately, beyond the 
seope of Federal authority. As said by Mr. 
Justice Holmes in Swift & Co. v. United 
States, 196 U. S. 395, 49 L. ed. 523, 25 Sup. 
Ct. Rep. 276, in holding that a combination 
of dealers in meat was unlawful: “It is 
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suggested that the several acts charged are 
lawful, and that intent can make no differ- 
ence. But they are bound together as the 
parts of a single plan. The plan may make 
the parts unlawful.” Therefore, the pur- 
pose and effect of the boycott being to de- 
stroy interstate business, it was brought 
within the condemnation of the anti-trust 
act of Congress. 

The effect of this decision ought to be 
wholesome. Whatever questions may be in 
doubt as to the extent to which the power 
of Congress over commerce may. reach, there 
cannot well be any question as to the power 
to protect such commerce from direct inter- 
ference and destruction, whether by boycotts 
or otherwise. Intelligent and fair-minded 
men in the labor unions cannot fail to 
recognize the justice of the decision, wheth- 
er they think it is helpful to their special 
interests or not. So many lines of business 
are of an interstate character that boycotts 
which will not violate the Federal law will 
be much restricted. One possible effect of 
the decision, therefore, may be to turn the 
labor unions toward practices that are free 
from illegality. 


—»+-e—__- 


Additional Consideration for Complet- 
ing Executory Contract. 


An exception to the general rule that a 
promise of additional consideration for com- 
pleting an existing executory contract in 
accordance with its terms is invalid be- 
cause of the lack of consideration for the 
promise is made in the case of Linz v. 
Sehuck (Md.) 11 L.R.A.(N.S.) 789, 67 Atl. 
286. In that case, after one who had con- 
tracted to dig a cellar abandoned his con- 
tract because of unforeseen and unantici- 
pated difficulties arising out of the unstable 
condition of the material through which it 
was necessary to dig, being a swamp-like 
mass of soft mud, and requiring great ad- 
ditional expense to complete the contract, 
the owner of the premises promised addi- 
tional compensation to induce completion 
of the contract, and this promise was up- 
held without the necessity of any express 
rescission of the existing contract. The 
court said: “When two parties make a con- 
tract based on supposed facts which they 
afterwards ascertain to be incorrect, and 
Which would not have been entered into by 
the one party if he had known the actual 
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conditions which the contract required him 
to meet, not only courts of justice, but all 
right-thinking people, must believe the fair 
course for the other party to the contract 
to pursue is either to relieve the contractor 
of going on with his contract, or to pay 
him additional compensation. If the diffi- 
culties be unforeseen, and such as neither 
party contemplated, or could have, from the 
appearance of the thing to be dealt with, 
anticipated, it would be an extremely harsh 
rule of law to hold that there was no legal 
way of binding the owner of the property 
to fulfil a promise made by him to pay the 
contractor such additional sum as such un- 
foreseen difficulties cost him. But we do 
not understand the authorities to sustain 
such a rule. On the contrary, they hold 
that the parties can rescind the original con- 
tract, and then enter into a new one by 
which a larger consideration for the same 
work and materials that were to be done 
and furnished under the first contract can 
be validly agreed upon.” The court de- 
clined to approve the doctrine declared in 
Robinson v. Hurst (Mutual Reserve Fund 
Life Asso. v. Hurst) 78 Md. 69, 20 L.R.A. 
761, 44 Am. St. Rep. 266, 26 Atl. 958, 
that “a moral obligation is a sufficient con- 
sideration to support a promise to pay,” 
but held that it was competent for the par- 
ties, by their voluntary and mutual promise, 
to waive their respective rights and obliga- 
tions under the original contract, and sub- 
stitute for it a new or modified contract, 
and that it would be only a technical dis- 
tinction to say that there must be an ex- 
press or actual rescission, where the par- 
ties, by substituting a new agreement, clear- 
ly showed an intention that neither should 
be held to the original contract. 

The note to this case, and an earlier note 
in 34 L.R.A. 38, fully cover the numerous 
decisions on the subject, and bring out 
sharply the distinctions that exist between 
them. They show that the general rule un- 
doubtedly is that the mere agreement to 
perform, or the actual performance of, an 
existing contract obligation, affords no con- 
sideration for a new promise on the part 
of the party to whom the existing obliga- 
tion is due, and that a new promise of ad- 
ditional consideration for completing the 
original contract is without consideration 
and invalid. But other cases, as well as that 
of Linz v. Schuck, have made exceptions to 
this rule, some of them on the ground of 
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the equities of the particular cases, rather 
than on strict legal principle. But the 
soundness of the whole doctrine that the 
mere promise to perform, or the actual per- 
formance of, an executory contract in ac- 
cordance with its terms, affords no consid- 
eration for a promise of additional con- 
sideration, though perhaps so well in- 
trenched in decisions as to be impregnable, 
may well be questioned. To say that there 
is no consideration for a new promise of 
additional compensation for the completion 
of an existing contract is to assume that 
the promisor does not know his own inter- 
ests. As a matter of fact, such promises 
are usually made for a consideration that 
is, not only in the mind of the promisor, 
but in the mind of any practical man of 
affairs, entirely adequate. For a contractor 
to leave a job unfinished is very often to 
leave the other party in a decidedly unfor- 
tunate situation, to extricate himself from 
which he must often incur an expense much 
greater than the additional compensation 
that might induce the contractor to- com- 
plete the work. To be sure, he has theoret- 
ically an adequate remedy at law against 
the contractor, but the courts, as well as 
other people, ought to know by this time 
that what is in theory an adequate remedy 
at law is often A judgment 
against the contractor, if obtained, will in 
many cases prove uncollectible. There are 
also risks in lawsuits, especially the uncer- 
tainty of being able to prove even a per- 
fectly just case to the unanimous satisfac- 
tion of a jury, on account of conflicts of 
testimony through untruthfulness or mis- 
takes of witness. Beyond that, every sen- 
sible man considers the trouble, loss of time, 
and other incidental losses and expenses of 
a lawsuit, for which he can get no recom- 
pense, even if his suit is successful. Taking 
all these things into account, it is often by 
far the most economical and advantageous 
policy to pay something additional to a 
contractor to prevent him from abandon- 
ing his contract. 


worthless. 


Why should the law deny 
one this privilege of protecting his own in- 
terests? Obviously, the rule which denies 
it is for his supposed protection, but its 
effect is to prevent him from protecting 
himself. To give one the privilege of pay- 
ing additional compensation to a contractor 
in such a case would not in any degree 
lessen the responsibility of the contractor 
on his original contract. If he were finan- 
j ‘ j every remedy against him 
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which the other party now has would still 
be available. The only difference would be 
that the person for whom the work is being 
done would have the right to use his own 
judgment for the protection of his own in- 
terests. There is some tendency in the 
cases, as shown by the notes referred to, 
to apply the principle which denies con- 
sideration for a new promise in such cases, 
quite strictly when the circumstances show 
that the new promise was practically ex- 
torted, and to make an exception, if pos- 
sible, where the new promise was voluntary 
and prompted by a recognition of the hard- 
ships involved in performing the original 
contract, arising from conditions that were 
unforeseen. But, while there is a growing 
reluctance on the part of the courts to ai- 
here to or apply the general rule in strict- 
ness, and one case has altogether repudiated 
it, the general doctrine must be conceded to 
be well established. It is, however, some- 
what gratifying to have the exceptions to 
the rule, such as that in the case of Linz v. 
Schuck, made as clear as possible, since the 
effect is merely to enlarge the liberty of 
men who are sui juris, in making contracts 
for their own protection. 


———_+-e—__ 


Tax Exemption of Home-Grown Prod- 
ucts 


The Tennessee Constitution, among its tax 
exemptions, includes “the direct product of 
the soil in the hands of the producer and 
his immediate vendee” (Tenn. Const. 1870, 
art. 2, § 28), and also provides that “no ar- 
ticle manufactured of the produce of this 
state shall be taxed otherwise than to pay 
inspection fees’ (§ 30). The question of 
unconstitutional discrimination against the 
products of other states by taxing them, 
while exempting similar products grown in 
the state, was raised in 1. M. Darnell & Son 
Co. v. Memphis, Adv. S. U. S. 1907, p. 247, 
28 Sup. Ct. Rep. 247. There logs and 
lumber within the state, which were cut from 
timber grown in other states, were assessed 
for taxation, and the owner protested on 
the ground that such a tax was in violation 
of the commerce clause of the Federal Con 
stitution, and also of the equal-protection 
clause of the 14th Amendment, because logs 
and lumber of the same kind, if cut from 
timber grown in the state, were exempt. 
The taxing officers disregarded the protesh 
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but the owner obtained an injunction from 
the chancery court against the enforcement 
of the tax. The supreme court of the state, 
however, reversed the decree for the injunc- 
tion, and. held that the tax was not repug- 
nant to the Federal Constitution (116 Tenn. 
442, 95 S. W. 816). The state court con- 
ceded that similar property cut from timber 
grown in the state would be exempt, but 
held, nevertheless, that no burden was im- 
posed upon interstate commerce by taxing 
property coming from other states after it 
had come to rest within the state and been 
commingled with the mass of property there- 
in. It relied upon decisions of the United 
States Supreme Court in support of the con- 
clusion that property which is intermingled 
with the general property of the state be- 
comes part of the taxable property thereof, 
and subject to its tax laws. The Supreme 
Court of the United States held that the 
state court had misconceived its rulings on 
this subject, and that the prior decisions of 
the court clearly foreclosed the question, and 
expressly established the proposition that a 
state could not discriminate against proper- 
ty brought from another state by imposing 
upon it a burden of taxation greater than 
that levied upon domestic property of a like 
nature without directly burdening interstate 
commerce in violation of the Federal Con- 
stitution. It was pointed out that the cases 
of Woodruff v. Parham, 8 Wall. 123, 19 L. 
ed. 382; Brown v. Houston, 114 U. S. 622, 
29 L. ed. 257, 5 Sup. Ct. Rep. 1091, and 
others which were cited by the state court in 
support of its decision, clearly recognized 
the invalidity of such discrimination. Inas- 
much as the court found that such a dis- 
criminating tax was a direct burden upon 
interstate commerce, it did not enter into 
the question of the effect of the provision as 
to equal protection of the laws. 
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Index to New Notes 


IN 


LAWYERS REPORTS ANNOTATED 
12 L.R.A. (N.S. pages 49-624. 


Abstracts. 
Liability of title abstracter :—(1.) Gen- 
erally; (II.) privity of contract; 
(III.) statute of limitations 449 


CASE AND COMMENT. 


Burglary. 
Possession of recently stolen property 


as evidence of burglary :—(I.) Bur- 
glary and larceny must be proved: (a) 
generally; (b) proof of alibi; (II.) 
presumption: (a) not one of law; 
(b) prima facie evidence of guilt; 
(1II.) question of fact for the jury; 
(IV.) evidence for the consideration 
of the jury; (V.) will sustain a con- 
viction; (VI.) explaining possession : 
(a) generally; (b) excluding explana- 
tion; (c) by purchase; (d) false, im- 
probable, and contradictory explana- 
tions; (VII.) exclusive possession; 
(VIII.) other property or crimes; 
(1X.) burden of proof; (X.) recent 
possession; (XI.) circumstantial evi- 
dence; (XII.) summary 


Cloud on title. 
Effect of remedy at law upon equitable 


jurisdiction to remove cloud on title :— 
(I.) Introduction; (II.) scope; (III.) 
the general rule: (a) when right to 
remedy exists; (b) origin of rule and 
reasons for its adoption: (1) bills of 
peace; (2) bills quia timet; (c) effect 
of rule on right to maintain action: 
(1) where defendant is in possession: 
(a) remedy at law generally; (b) 
ejectment and trespass; (c) writ of 
entry; (d) where remedy at law con- 
sidered inadequate; (2) cross bill by 
defendant not in possession; (3) com- 
plainant in possession, but action at 
law pending; (4) where action at 
law has proceeded to judgment; (5) 
action by purchaser at sheriff's sale; 
(IV.) effect of statutes enlarging 
equitable jurisdiction: (a) in general; 
trial by jury; (b) statutes permitting 
action by party in possession; (c) 
statutes permitting action by claimant 
to vacate lands; (d) statutes permit- 
ting action against one in possession ; 
(e) effect of state statutes on Federal 
jurisdiction ; (V.) effect of statutes en- 
larging legal remedy; (VI.) miscella- 
neous statutes 


Contracts. 
Validity of contracts in business which 


it is a misdemeanor to transact :-— 
(I.) Seope of note; (II.) contracts 
in violation of law: (a) in general; 
(b) expressly prohibited by statute; 
(c) impliedly prohibited by statute; 
(III.) the implication from a penalty: 
(a) the general rule; (b) the legisla- 
tive intention; (c) penal revenue 
statutes; (1V.) effect of repeal of 
prohibitory statute; (V.) relation be- 
tween illegality and contract: (a) sub- 
ject; (b) consideration; (VI.) ethical 
quality in contracts; (VII.) ethics of 
particular transactions: (a) unlawful 
purpose of one party in lawful con- 
tract; (b) sales in violation of law: 
(1) in general; (2) by culpable vend- 
ors: (a) of lumber and wooden wares; 
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(b) of fertilizers; (c) of foods; (d) 
of forage; (e) of fuel; (f) of live 
stock; (g) of slaves; (h) of real es- 
tate; (i) of mortgaged property; (j) 
of patent rights; (k) by false 
weights and measures; (1) by corrupt- 
ing purchaser’s servant; (m) in busi- 
ness conducted under fictitious name ; 
(n) to promote a monopoly; (3) by 
blameless vendors; (4) culpable pur- 
chasers; (c) loans; (d) leases; (e) 
champertous contracts; (f) aiding and 
abetting public enemies; (VIII.) con- 
tracts violative of particular statutes: 
{a) building and labor contracts: (1) 
construction; (2) work and services; 
{b) transportation: (1) rebates and 
discriminations; (2) carriage of mail 
matter; (3) false bills of lading; (4) 
services of employees; (5) carricr’s 
liabilities; (c) circulating notes and 
token currency; (d) insurance; (e) 
fees of public officers; (f) game laws; 
{g) unauthorized administration of es- 
tates; (IX.) statutes regulating and 
licensing trades and occupations: (a) 
in general; (b) physicians and sur- 
geonus; (c) lawyers; (d) architects; 
{e) teachers; (f) brokers; (g) money 
lenders; (h) merchants; (i) hawkers; 
(j) theaters; (k) innkeepers; (\.) 
stock breeders; (m) engineers; (n) 
plumbers; (0) cartmen and scaven- 
gers; (X.) when illegal contracts are 
valid; (XI.) pursuit of remedies: (a) 
the judicial attitude: (1) parties in 
pari delicto; (2) victims; (b) effect 
of forced disclosure of illegality ;(c) 
pleading; (d) evidence; (XII.) con- 
clusion 


tation: (a) generally; (b) estates 
tail: (1) generally; (2) where there 
are no children; (c) where indicative 
of motive; (III.) summary 


ee 


Among the New Decisions. 


Abstracts. An abstracter of titles is 
held, in Equitable Bldg. & L. Asso. v. Bank 
of Commerce (Tenn.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 449, 
to be liable for errors only to the person to 
whom he furnishes the abstract, and not 
to be answerable to one to whom the ab- 
stract was presented by the property owner, 
and who loaned money in reliance thereon, 
without any notice to the abstracter of the 
intended use of the instrument. 

Banks. See GIFTS. 

Blasting. One engaged in blasting on 
his own property is held, in Bessemer Coal, 
I. & L. Co. v. Doak (Ala.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 
389, not to be liable for injuries to a neigh- 
bor from mere concussion of the air, sound, 
or otherwise, unless the work was done neg- 
ligently, and the injury was the result of 
the negligence. 

Bonds. The failure of the obligee in a 
fidelity bond to communicate to the sureties, 
at the time of its execution, the fact that 
the principal was indebted to the obligee 


See also MASTER AND SERVANT. for money embezzled, is held, in Hebert v. 
Lee (Tenn.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 247, to relieve 
the sureties from liability on the bond, al- 
though they made no inquiry upon that sub- 
ject, and no communication took place be- 


tween obligee and sureties about the bond, 


Equity. 
See CLOUD ON TITLE. 


Master and servant. 
Termination of contracts of employment 
which contain stipulations permitting 


rescission by the employer if the work 
is not satisfactorily performed :—(I.) 
Generally; (II.) under what circum- 


the execution of which was secured by the 
principal, and the bond purported to cover 
past, as well as future, obligations. 


stances the employer's judgment as to 
the quality of the work is conclusive ; 
(III.) how far the actual existence of 
dissatisfaction on the employer's part 
may be inquired into; (IV.) necessity 
of showing that the dissatisfaction al- 
ieged was covered by the contract 


Boycott. See CoNspIRAcy. 

Brokers. An owner of property, who, 
after agreeing to pay a broker a certain 
sum to sell it at a certain price, and re- 
ceiving through him an offer for most of the 
property at a slightly less price, fraudu- 
lently informs the broker that he will keep 
the property, and settles for his services for 
a nominal consideration, after which he 


Title abstracts. 
See ABSTRACTS. 
Wills. 
“Children” as a word of purchase or lim- 


itation :—(I.) As a term of purchase: 
(a) generally; (b) by implication; (c) 
where children’s estate is in remain- 
der: (1) generally; (2) by implica- 
tion; (3) as distinguished from an es- 
tate tail: (4) where there are no chil- 
dren; (5) where Shelley’s Case was 
distinguished ; (II.) as a term of limi- 


negotiates a sale with the customer for 4 
sum which, together with that received for 
the balance of the property, brings more 
than the stipulated amount, is held, in Bowe 
v. Gage (Wis.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 265, to be 
liable for the sum promised the broker. 
Burglary. Mere possession of recently 
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stolen goods is held, in State v. Brady 
(Iowa) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 199, not to be evi- 
dence of guilt of a burglary of the place 
where they were kept, unless it is shown 
that the burglary and stealing of the goods 
were part of the same transaction. 

Carriers. A motorman in charge of a 
street car is held, in Strong v. Burlington 
Traction Co. (Vt.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 197, not 
to be negligent toward a passenger, as mat- 
ter of law, merely because he fails to sound 
his gong to warn of the approach of the 
car one driving on the highway, who turns 
his horse across the path of the car, causing 
a collision and the injury of the passenger. 

A railroad flagman who receives as com- 
pensation for his services a certain sum and 
fourteen transportation tickets to carry him 
to and from his home per week is held, in 
Enos v. Rhode Island Suburban R. Co. (R. 
I.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 244, to be, after his 
day’s work is done and he has boarded a 
car for home, being required to pay a ticket | 
for his transportation, a passenger, and not 
a fellow servant with those engaged in 
operating the car. 

A carrier which has received property for 
shipment is held, in Switzler v. Northern 
P. R. Co. (Wash.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 254, 
not to be bound to recognize the demands of 
a stranger to control the property on the 
ground that it was procured from him by 
fraud. 

A passenger negligently expelled, because 
of failure to produce his ticket, from a train 
at a flag station where there is no shelter 
and with the surroundings of which he is 
not familiar, after dark on a cold and 
stormy night, is held, in Tilburg v. North- 
ern C. R. Co. (Pa.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 359, 
not to be per se negligent in attempting to 
reach shelter at a station recently passed, 
by walking along the railroad track, rather 
than by seeking a highway. 

The right of a consignee to refuse to re- 
ceive a shipment, and to throw it upon the 
hands of the carrier, merely because of the 
latter’s unreasonable delay in transporta- 
tion, is denied in Chesapeake & O. R. Co. 
v. Saulsberry (Ky.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 431. 

The penalty provided by a statute for re- 
fusal by a railroad company to furnish per- 
sons desiring passage on its cars tickets’ 
with stop-over privilege is held, in Southern 
P. Co. v. Robinson (Cal.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 
497, not to be enforceable by persons who do 
not desire to become passengers with such 
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privilege, but who wish to receive a refusal 
of the privilege for the purpose of enforcing 
the penalty. 

A railroad company which, as a common 
carrier, voluntarily transports and delivers 
between stations on its line employees and 
freight for one incorporated public tele- 
graph company, and refuses similar serv- 
ices to another telegraph company, is held, 
in State ex rel. Ellis v. Atlantic C. L. R. 
Co. (Fla.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 506, to be 
guilty of unjust discrimination, and to be 
properly compelled to perform like services 
for the latter for a reasonable compensation, 
although the service, being voluntary, is in 
pursuance of a contract. 

See also Damaces; LogGine RAILROADS. 

Chattel mortgage. The lien of a prior 
valid recorded chattel mortgage is held, in 
National Bank of Commerce vy. Jones 
(Okla.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 310, to take prece- 
dence over the subsequently acquired lien 
of a livery-stable keeper or agister upon 
animals placed in his charge, unless such 
animals were delivered to such lien holder 
to be kept and cared for by him with the 
consent of the mortgagee. 

See also SALES IN BULK. 

Cloud on title. The right of one in 
actual possession of land under superior 
title to go into a court of equity to remove 
a cloud from his title is held, in White- 
house v. Jones (W. Va.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 
49, not to be barred by the fact that he 
might sue in ejectment. 

Clubs. See INTOXICATING Liquors. 

Conspiracy. The proprietor of a patent 
medicine made under a secret formula is 
held, in John D. Park & Sons Co. v. Hart- 
man (C. C. A. 6th C.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 
135, to have no right, by means of contracts 
with merchants handling the product, to 
destroy the competition between wholesalers 
and retailers thereof, and bind them to 
maintain a uniform price to consumers. 

An agreement between two buyers of cot- 
ton in a certain district of a state, that 
each should pay the other a certain amount 
upon every pound of cotton bought by him 
within the district, and that one should give 


| the other an option to furnish needed cot- 


ton at the price which the former was will- 
ing to pay, is held, in Arnold v. Jones Cot- 
ton Co. (Ala.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 150, to be 
void as against public policy. 
Constitutional law. Whether a drain- 
age ditch, proposed to be constructed pur- 
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suant to statute, will be conducive to the 
public health, convenience, or welfare; or 
whether the route thereof is practicable,— 
are held, in Tyson v. Washington County 
(Neb.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 350, to be ques- 
tions of governmental or administrative 
policy, and not of judicial cognizance; and 
therefore it is held that jurisdiction over 
them, by appeal or otherwise, cannot be 
conferred upon the courts by statute. 

Contracts. The contracts of a pawn- 
broker who attempts to carry on his busi- 
ness without a license and without comply- 
ing with the requirements of statutes and 
ordinances as to recording the contracts, 
noncompliance with which is made a mis- 
demeanor, are held, in Levison v. Boas 
(Cal.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 575, to be void, so 
as to prevent him from claiming a lien 
upon the pledges. 

The words “Read this,” and, “I have read 
this contract, have had delivered to me by 
your salesman a copy of same, and this is 
all of the contract between us,” conspicu- 
ously printed upon the face of a contract, 
are held, in Western Mfg. Co. v. Cotton & 
Long (Ky.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 427, not to 
prevent setting aside the contract for fraud 
in securing its execution, where the party 
sought to be charged did not read the con- 
tract, but relied on a false reading by the 
agent, who did not call attention to such 
words. 

See also ConSPIRACY. 

Convicts. One hiring convict labor from 
the state is held, in St. Louis, I. M. & S. 
R. Co. v. Boyle (Ark.) 12 L.R.A.(NS.) 
317, not to be liable for the tortious acts of 
one of the laborers, where the state retains 
control of the convicts, the performance of 
labor, only, being directed by the one doing 
the hiring. 

Corporations. Under its reserved power 
to alter, amend, or repeal corporate char- 
ters, it is held, in Garey v. St. Joe Mining 
Co. (Utah) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 554, that the 
legislature cannot amend an existing char- 
ter so as to authorize a majority of the 
stockholders to provide, against the will of 
the minority, for the assessment of paid- 
up stock, to be enforced by its sale, which, 
under the original charter, was nonassess- 
able. 

Courts. The rule that the court which 
first acquires jurisdiction of specific prop- 
erty, in a suit or proceeding to enforce a 
lien upon it or subject it to sale, may re- 


——— 


tain the exclusive legal custody of it un- 
til the suit is at an end, is held, in Brun 
v. Mann (C. C. A. 8th C.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 
154, not to deprive a Federal court, in the 
exercise of its general jurisdiction, from de- 
creeing the sale of lands for the satisfaction 
of a judgment rendered by it, although the 
estate of the deceased judgment debtor is 
being administered in the county court, 
where the jurisdiction of the latter tribunal 
is not broad enough to permit it to make 
such a decree. 

Criminal law. The misconduct of a 
spectator, in open court, during the progress 
of a murder trial, is held, in State v. Wim- 
by (La.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 98, to furnish no 
ground for the discharge of the jury, unless 
it is of such a nature as to necessarily in- 
fluence the verdict of conviction. 

A single sentence for a term in excess of 
the period specified by statute for a single 
offense, upon a conviction of separate crimes 
charged in several counts of the indictment, 
is held, in United States v. Peeke (C. C. 
A. 3d C.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 314, to be void 
as to such excess, although it is for a less 


term than the court might have imposed in 
the form of cumulative sentences. 


Crops. 
TENANT. 

Damages. A telegraph company which 
fails to deliver a telegram directing prepara- 
tion for a funeral is held, in Lyles v. West- 
ern U. Teleg. Co. (S. C.) 12 L.R.A.(NS.) 
534, to be liable for mental suffering caused 
by the exposure of the corpse for several 
hours to the rays of the sun, and the delay 
of the burial to a very late hour of the 
night. 

The measure of damages for destruction 
of a growing crop is held, in Teller v. Bay 
& River Dredging Co. (Cal.) 12 L.R.A. (N. 
S.) 267, to be its value as it stood on the 
ground at the time of destruction, to be ar- 
rived at, not by ascertaining what it had 
cost at that time, but from evidence of the 
probable yield of the land, multiplied by the 
market value of the crop, less cost of pro 
ducing and marketing. 

One who submitted by telegraph a pro 
posal to purchase oats at a designated price 
for future delivery, which message as de 
livered contained a proposal for immediate 
delivery, which was accepted, but, on dit 
covery of the mistake, was treated as not 
binding, is held, in Bass v. Postal Tele 
graph-Cable Co. (Ga.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 489, 


See DamaAGEs; LANDLORD AND 
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to have no right to recover from the tele- 
graph company on the basis of a contract 
of resale which might have been concluded 
in the event the addressee of the message 
had accepted the proposal for delivery at 
a future time, or for commissions which 
would have accrued to him in ease of re- 
sale. 

The measure of damages for breach of 
covenant by a tenant to leave the premises 
in as good condition as when he entered 
upon them, and free from burrs, by permit- 
ting them to become infested with burrs, is 
held, in Brown Land Co. v. Lehman (Iowa) 
12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 88, to be the difference in 
rental value of the premises in the condi- 
tion required by the covenant and as sur- 
rendered, for such time as, by reasonable 
and proper methods, the agreed condition 
can be restored, together with the cost of 
the additional labor, and the expense in- 
volved in effecting that result, where the 
premises are intended for rent, and not for 
sale. 

The right of a passenger who is wrong- 
fully ejected from a passenger train to re- 
cover for indignity, humiliation, and mental 
suffering resulting from such expulsion, 
whenever such suffering is the natural and 
proximate result of the wrong done, -is sus- 
tained in Lindsay v. Oregon S. L. R. Co. 
(Idaho) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 184. 

One for whom a train refuses to stop, ac- 
cording to schedule, is held, in Williams v. 
Carolina & N. W. R. Co. (N. C.) 12 L.R.A. 
(N.S.) 191, to be entitled to recover dam- 
ages for having to walk to his destination; 
and not to be bound to wait for the next 
train, and recover merely for the delay. 

Deeds. A quitclaim deed for a nominal 
consideration is held, in Strong v. Whybark 
(Mo.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 240, to take prece- 
dence over a prior unrecorded deed for a 
full consideration, under a statute provid- 
ing that no deed shall be valid, except as 
between the parties and such as shall have 
actual notice thereof, until the same shall 
have been deposited with the recorder for 
record. 

A grant to one during life, and at her 
death to be divided “amongst her surviving 
children, grandchildren to represent the 
share of a deceased child,” is held, in Clark 
v. Neves (S. C.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 298, not 
to vest a fee in the first taker under the 
tule in Shelley’s Case. 





UCASE AND COMMENT. 











161 


Drains and sewers. 
AL Law. 


See CoNSTITUTION- 


Easements. The purchaser, at judicial 
sale, of a tract of land inaccessible from the 
public highway except along a private way 
theretofore opened for its benefit by the for- 
mer owner, through adjacent lands owned 
by him, is held, in Proudfoot v. Saffle (W. 
Va.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 482, to be entitled to 
use the private way as an outlet to the pub- 
lie road. 

Elections. A machine for voting, whose 
working and whose record of the result are 
invisible to the voter, is held, in Nichols v. 
Minton (Mass.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 280, not to 
be a compliance with constitutional provi- 
sions that officers shall be chosen by written 
votes, which shall be sorted and counted by 
the town clerk, who shall form a list of the 
persons voted for, with the number of votes 
for each person against his name, and who 
shall make a fair record of the same and a 
public declaration thereof. 

Evidence. Upon a trial for manslaugh- 
ter, a portion of the skull of the deceased 
is held, in Self v. State (Miss.) 12 L.R.A. 
(N.S.) 238, not to be admissible in evidence, 
where it has been buried for a long time, 
and the evidence does not clearly show that 
it is in the same condition that it was in 
at the time of burial. 

The different numbers of impressions of a 
writing, produced by placing carbon paper 
between sheets of paper and writing upon 
the exposed surface, are held, in Interna- 
tional Harvester Co. v. Elfstrom (Minn.) 
12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 343, to be duplicate origi- 
nals, so that either may be introduced in evi- 
dence without accounting for the nonpro- 
duction of the other. 

Fires. The refusal of the engineer of a 
train, who, after stopping on signal, is in- 
formed that a fire is in progress, with the 
extinguishment of which the operation of 
his train will interfere, to cut or back the 
train, which is being closely followed by an- 
other, and his decision to pull ahead out of 
the way as rapidly as possible, are held, in 
American Sheet & T. P. Co. v. Pittsburgh & 
L. E. R. Co. (C. C. A. 3d C.) 12 L.RA. 
(N.S.) 382, not to render the railroad com- 
pany liable for loss caused by delay in the 
efforts to extinguish the fire. 

See also RAILROADS. 


Gambling. See REPLEVIN. 
Gifts. The mere issuance by a savings 


bank, at the direction of a depositor, of a 


. 
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and interfere with any negotiations for set- 
tlement, or with any legal proceeding. 

A resolution of a mutual insurance socie- 
ty lessening the time after inception in 
which the policy can be contested for suicide, 
and increasing the premium rates, is held, 
in Sexton v. National L. Ins. Co. (Colo.) 
12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 504, not to apply to a poli- 
ey previously issued, unless the insured 
complies with the new rates. 

Intoxicating liquors. An incorporated 
social club where intoxicating liquors are 
dispensed to members without profit, to be 
drunk upon the premises and to be paid for 
by the individual to whom they are fur- 
nished, is held, in South Shore Country 
Club v. People (Ill.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 519, 
to be within the meaning of a statute re- 
quiring a license to conduct a dramshop, 
which is defined as a place where intoxi- 
eating liquors “are retailed by less quantity 
than 1 gallon.” 

Judgment. That a trial court may set 
aside during, but not after the expiration of, 
the term at which it was rendered, a judg- 
ment which has been affirmed on appeal, 
upon the ground that it was procured by 
perjured testimony of the plaintiff, is de- 
clared in Nelson v. Meehan (C. C. A. 9th 
C.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 374. 

See also Courts. 

Judicial sales. See EASEMENTS. 

Labor organizations. See CoNspPrRAcy. 

Landlord and tenant. A landlord who 
re-enters because of a forfeiture created by 
the assignment of the lease is held, in Myer 
v. Roberts (Or.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 194, to be 
entitled to the crop of hops as against the 
assignee whose labor matures the crop af- 
ter the re-entry, through the aid of an in- 
junction wrongfully issued. 

See also DAMAGES; TAXES. 

Larceny. That the general owner of 
goods shipped by a common carrier may be 
guilty of larceny by fraudulently taking 
them from its possession, with the intent of 
defeating its lien upon them for the trans- 
portation charges, is declared in Atchison, 
T. & S. F. R. Co. v. Hinsdell (Kan.) 12 
LR.A.(N.S.) 94. 


Libel. The right of the jury to infer 


malice from an erroneous claim made by an 
employer upon the surety on his agent’s 
bond, together with the facts and circum- 
stances which surround and characterize it, 
8© as to prevent the privileged character 
of the communication from availing as a de- 





fense to an action for libel, is sustained in 
Sunley v. Metropolitan L. Ins. Co. (Iowa) 
12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 91. 

One who published a complaint or other 
pleading in a civil action which has never 
been presented to the court for its action is 
held, in Nixon v. Dispatch Printing Co. 
(Minn.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 188, to be able to 
justify its publication, if it contains libel- 
ous matter, only by showing that it is true. 

License. Regulating the amount to be 
paid for a dairyman’s license by the number 
of cows kept by him is held, in Birmingham 
v. Goldstein (Ala.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 568, 
not to make the license a tax on property, 
or an unreasonable classification. 

Liens. See CHATTEL MorTGAGES. 

Limitation of actions. The construct- 
ive notice imparted to a wife by the record- 
ing of a deed of property purchased by her 
husband as her agent and with her money, 
but the title to which was taken in his name 
without her knowledge or consent, is held. 
in Hinze v. Hinze (Kan.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 
493, not to start the statute of limitations 
running against the wife, so as to bar an 
action brought by her after his death, 
against his heirs, to establish a resulting 
trust in her favor in the property. 

Logging railroad. A logging railroad 
which expressly or impliedly empowers em- 
ployees in charge of its trains to carry 
passengers thereon is held, in Harvey v. 
Deep River Logging Co. (Or.) 12 L.R.A. 
(N.S.) 131, to be liable for their negligent 
injury, although they are not required to 
pay fare. 

Mails. See PosToFFICE. 

Master and servant. One who employs 
a boy to do dangerous work, in violation of 
the provisions of a statute, is held, in Lena- 
han v. Pittston Coal Min. Co. (Pa.) 12 
L.R.A.(N.S.) 461, to have no right, in case 
of his injury in such work, to set up the 
fact that he was guilty of contributory negli- 
gence. 

See also CARRIERS; MUNICIPAL CORPORA- 
TIONS. 

Mental anguish. 

Monopolies. 

Mortgages. 


See DAMAGES. 

See ConsPIRACY. 

See CHATTEL MORTGAGES. 
Municipal corporations. The liability 

of a city to an employee of the fire depart- 

ment for the negligence of those in charge 

of that department in failing to have proper 

apparatus for the training of horses, and in 

furnishing vicious horses for the use of the 
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employees without notice to them, by reason 
of which the employee is injured by a kick 
from a horse which he is engaged in train- 
ing for the service, is denied in Lynch vy. 
North Yakima (Wash.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 
261. 

A constitutiona] provision that a munici- 
pal corporation shall not be permitted to be- 
come indebted for any purpose to any 
amount exceeding in any year the income 
and revenue provided for that year is held, 
in Overall v. Madisonville (Ky.) 12 L.R.A. 
(N.S.) 433, not to be infringed by the build- 
ing of a light plant, where it buys the equip- 
ment in parcels as its income justifies, at 
no time contracting a debt beyond its cur- 
rent revenues, although the aggregate cost 
of the enterprise is greater than the revenue 
of the year during which it was entered up- 
on. ' 

The power of a municipality to prohibit 
by ordinance the keeping of “card tables” 
for sale in a place of business, or to make 
it unlawful to permit card playing under 
any and all circumstances “in any place of 
business or adjacent thereto,” is denied in 
Re Sapp (Neb.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 441. 

A municipal corporation, in searching, 
through its police officers, a river within its 
limits for a dead body supposed to be there, 
is held, in Gillmor v. Salt Lake City (Utah) 
12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 537, to be engaged in a 
public duty as agent of the state, and not to 
be liable for trespass committed by the 
officers and persons accompanying them up- 
on adjoining property. 

Negligence. One who maintains, in an 
open field near public highways where chil- 
dren are accustomed to resort to play, an un- 
protected, dangerous reservoir of water, is 
held, in Franks y. Southern Cotton Oil Co. 
(S. C.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 468, to be liable for 
the death of a child who, resorting to the 
reservoir to play, falls into it and is 
drowned. 

Nuisance. A railroad company is held, 
in Southern R. Co. v. Com. (Ky.) 12 L.R.A. 
(N.S.) 526, to be liable for a nuisance, 
where it harbors upon its right of way a 
band of laborers who are boisterous, riotous, 
and shoot firearms, to the alarm of the 
neighborhood and persons passing on the 
public highway. 

See also RaILRoAps. 

Pawnbrokers. See CONTRACTS. 

Postoffice. The right of the courts to in- 
terfere with the discretion of the Post- 


master General in determining whether q 
publication complies ‘with the requirements 
of the statute, so as to be entitled to second. 
class mail privileges, is denied in Uniteg 
States ex rel. Reinach v. Cortelyou (App, 
D. C.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 166, unless they 
are satisfied that his decision was clearly 
wrong. 

Principal and agent. See Liset. 

Principal and surety. See Bonps. 

Proximate cause. The fright of a tray. 
eler at a highway crossing to such an extent 
as to produce unconsciousness, because of 
the sudden approach of a train at an unlay- 
ful speed without signals, at a place where, 
because of the obstructed view, the traveler 
has reached a point of danger, is held, in 
Morey v. Lake Superior Terminal & T. R 
Co. (Wis.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 221, not to bk 
such an extraordinary and unusual result 
that the negligence cannot be held to be the 
proximate cause of the resulting injury to 
the traveler while unconscious. 

Public improvements. That a trade 
name is used by a municipal corporation in 
designating the kind of pavement for whieh 
bids are invited, is held, in Warren Brothers 
Co. v. Barber Asphalt Paving Co. (Mich) 
12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 339, not to prevent others 
than the owner of the name from bidding 
for the work, where the ordinance specifies 
the materials to be used and their propor 
tions, so that there is nothing to deceive th 
municipality into the belief that all bidder 
are to furnish a pavement made only by the 
owner of the name. 

That a railroad company cannot defeat a 
assessment for street improvements upon the 
portion of its right of way which is includ 
ed in the assessment district, upon the pre 
sumption that it has not been benefited by 
the improvement, is held in Northern Paeif- 
ic R. Co. v. Seattle (Wash.) 12 LRA 
(N.S.) 121, and in Heman Construction ©. 
v. Wabash R. Co. (Mo.) 12 L.R.A.(N8) 
112. 

Quitclaim deeds. See DEEps. 

Railroads. A branch of a railroad é& 
signed to carry through traffic around th 
terminal mentioned in its charter, and form 
connections with railroads running in other 
directions, thereby relieving the congestio 
of traffic within the terminal city, is hel 
in baltimore & O. R. Co. v. Waters (Md) 
12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 326, to be included in chat 
ter authority to construct laterals. 

Under a statute prohibiting railroad cm 
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nies from constructing their roads until 
they shall have provided the necessary cul- 
yerts to take care of the water which natu- 
rally drains through the land covered by the 
right of way, it is held, in Tetherington v. 
St. Louis, T. & E. R. Co. (IIL) 12 L.R.A. 
(N.S.) 571, that the successor of the corpo- 
ration which constructs the road is liable 
for injury caused by absence of necessary 
culverts, though not notified to abate the 
nuisance. 

A railroad company is held, in Southern 
R. Co. v. Power Fuel Co. (C. C. A. 4th C.) 
12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 472, not to be liable for a 
fire caused by the negligence of one em- 
ployed by it, who, after his day’s work is 
done, has returned to a car provided by the 
company for that purpose to sleep. 

Although a railroad company may be neg- 
ligent in storing oil and waste in a wooden 
building in close proximity to a house, and 
in suffering tramps and others to occupy the 
building containing the inflammable sub- 
stances, and to keep lights burning therein, 
it is held in Beckham v. Seaboard Air Line 
R. Co. (Ga.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 476, not to 
be liable for the loss of the house by fire 
caused by the careless or accidental act of a 
person not in its employ, but in its building 
by permission. 

Negligence on the part of a railroad com- 
pany in permitting shippers to accumulate 
large quantities of lumber on and adjacent 
to its right of way for shipment is held, in 
Bowers v. East Tennessee & W. N. C. R. Co. 
(N. C.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 446, not to be the 
proximate cause of the destruction of a 
building by fire which spreads through such 
lumber to the building from that of a 
stranger some distance away, which ignited 
without fault of the railroad company. 

Farmers through whose lands a railroad is 
operated are held, in Walker v. Chicago, 
R. 1. & P. R. Co. (Kan.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 
624, to have the right to cultivate and use 
such lands in accordance with the methods 
customary among farmers, and not to be re- 
quired to take unusual precautions against 
loss from fire negligently set out by a rail- 
road company. 

To charge the owner of property with the 
negligence of its employees in failing to pro- 
tect such property from fire set out by a 
railroad company before it was destroyed, it 
is held, in Hawley v. Sumpter Valley R. Co. 
(Or.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 526, that they must 
be shown to have been in a position to ren- 


der such service, and to have been charged 
with a duty to do so. 

See also NUISANCE; PRoxIMATE CAUSE. 

Replevin. The right to replevin to re- 
cover gambling devices known as “slot ma- 
chines,” which are incapable of use for any 
purpose not in violation of the anti-gam- 
bling law, is denied in Mullen v. Mosely 
(Idaho) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 394. 

Sale. Breach of warranty of a horse, in 
that he was not the horse described by the 
seller, is held, in Northfield Nat. Bank v. 
Arndt (Wis.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 82, to be no 
defense to an action on the purchase-money 
note, where the fact was obvious at the time 
of the sale. 

Where a contract for the sale of cans un- 
der warranty provides that defective cans 
must be returned to the seller to entitle the 
buyer to an allowance therefor, it is held, 
in Wasatch Orchard Co. v. Morgan Canning 
Co. (Utah) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 540, that the 
condition must be complied with before the 
buyer can recover on the warranty. 

Sales in bulk. A statute regulating the 
sale of stocks of goods in bulk is held, in 
Compton v. Dietlein (La.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 
174, to have no application to a transfer in 
payment of a creditor. 

A chattel mortgage is held, in Hannah & 
Hogg v. Richter Brewing Co. (Mich.) 12 
L.R.A.(N.S.) 178, not to be within the mean- 
ing of a statute forbidding the sale, transfer, 
or assignment of a stock of goods in bulk 
without certain preliminary proceedings. 

Set-off and counterclaim. In an action 
to recover mining claims alleged to have been 
located for plaintiff under contract, it is 
held, in Bannerot v. McClure (Colo.) 12 
L.R.A.(N.S.) 126, that, in order to entitle 
defendant to file a counterclaim under an- 
other contract arising out of an independent 
transaction, the counterclaim must be such 
as to qualify or defeat the judgment to 
which plaintiff is entitled, under a statute 
permitting, in an action arising upon con- 
tract, a counterclaim of any other cause of 
action arising also upon contract. 

Specific performance. The promise, in 
a letter written by one proposing marriage 
to his intended wife, stating that he pledges 
to support her so long as she lives, acted 
upon by her giving up a comfortable home 
and entering into the marriage, which proves 
to be one of hardship, is held, in Offutt v. 
Offutt (Md.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 232, to be 
properly enforced in equity, after his death, 
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' 
by allowing her a proper sum for her sup- 
port out of his estate. 

Street railways. A street railway com- 
pany is held, in Brockschmidt v. St. Louis 
& M. R. R. Co. (Mo.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 
345, not to be liable for the death of one 
who, knowing of the frequent passage of cars 
along its tracks, takes a position in the path 
of the cars with his back to those which will 
approach him, for the purpose of removing 
dirt from the track, and remains there, with- 
out any heed to approaching cars, until he 
is struck and killed, although the motorman 
does not sound the gong, and a municipal 
ordinance requires him to keep a vigilant 
watch for persons on the track. 

Taxes. The right of a tenant who, being 
under no obligation to pay taxes on the 
leased property, has acquired a tax deed 
thereto good upon its face, but which is in 
fact invalid, to be reimbursed for taxes paid 
and improvements made before he can be dis- 
possessed by his landlord, is sustained in 
Fitch v. Douglass (Kan.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 
172. 

Telegraphs. See DAMAGES. 

Trade secrets. See INJUNCTION. 

Trespass. See MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS. 

Trusts. That no enforceable trust in 
stock is created by a letter informing the 
beneficiary that he might be glad of the 
foresight of the trustee, who owned the 
stock, in retaining it for the future benefit 
of the beneficiary, accompanied by a trans- 
fer of the stock to the name of the trustee, 
“attorney for” the beneficiary, where the 
trustee continued to receive the dividends 
on the stock, subsequently repudiated the 
trust, and caused the stock to be retrans- 
ferred to his own name, is declared in Paine 
v. Paine (R. I.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 547. 

A person who is sui juris is held, in No- 
lan v. Nolan (Pa.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 369, to 
have no right, even as against subsequent 
creditors, to settle his property in trust to 
pay the income to himself for life and the 
corpus to his heirs or appointees by will, 
although he expressly states that the instru- 
ment shall be irrevocable. 

Vendor and purckaser. <A vendee who 
refuses to perform his agreement to execute 
notes for the purchase price of personal 
property sold and delivered to him is held, 
in Kelly v. Pierce (N. D.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 
180, to be suable by the vendor for dam- 
ages for breach of the contract, immediately 
upon the refusal to deliver the notes, 


Voting machines. See ELections. 

Waters. An artificial drainage ditch, the 
right to construct and maintain which was 
conveyed to the public by the owner of the 
land, to which a patent had been granted 
by the United States government, and which 
must frequently be cleaned out, and is ea. 
pable of navigation by poling a boat only at 
times, is held, in Bolsa Land Co. v. Burdick 
(Cal.) 12 L.R.A.(N.S.) 275, not to be a 
navigable stream, the obstruction of the use 
of which for that purpose is a purpresture, 

See also RAILROADS. 

Wills. The word “children,” in a devise, 
is held, in Wills v. Foltz (W. Va.) 12 L.RA, 
(N. S.) 283, to be a word of purchase, and 
not of limitation, unless a different intent 
plainly appears in the will. 

Witnesses. To entitle a party who has 
testified in his own behalf to corroborate 
his evidence by proof of his general reputa- 
tion for truth and veracity, it is held, in 
First Nat. Bank v. Blakeman (Okla.) 12 
L.R.A.(N.S.) 364, that there must have been 
a direct attack upon his character in that 
regard, or an attempt made to impeach him 
by evidence of particular acts of criminal 
or moral misconduct, or by proof of contra- 
dictory or inconsistent statements made to 
others or admitted on cross-examination, or 
by evidence of corruption on his part in con- 
nection with the case in which he appears. 
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New Books. 


Pollock on “Torts.” 8th English edition. 
$6 net. 

“The Treat-Making Power.” 
T. Devlin. $6. ‘ 

“Labor, Laws and Decisions of the State 
of New York.” By John A. Cipperly. Buck- 
ram, $2.50. 

“Reprint New York Transcript Appeals 
Reports.” 7 vols. “Howard’s New York 
Court of Appeals Cases.” 1 vol. N. Y. Tran 
script Appeals, 7 vols., bound in 4 books. 
$18. Same, bound separately, $20. How- 
ard’s Cases, 1 vol. $5. 

“Illinois Circuit Court Reports.” Vol. 2 
$3.50. 

“Towa Supreme Court Reports.” Vol. 134. 
$3. 

“Texas Supreme Court Reports.” Tol. 2% 
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Recent Articles in Caw Journals 
and Reviews. 


“Texas Criminal Appeal Reports.” Vol. 
47. $3. 

“Texas Civil Appeals Reports.” 
$3. 


“The American Government.” 


Vol. 37. 


By H. C. 
Gauss. $5. 

“Written Instruments in Texas.” 
By R. W. Houk. $5.50. 
"“Negligence in Law.” 


2d ed. 


By Thomas Beven, 
34 ed. London. Stevens & Haynes; Toronto, 
Canada Law Book Company, 1908. 

This new edition of Beven on Negligence, 
though intended more for England and the 
Colonies, than for the United States, merits 
a welcome in this country. The author has, 
in this edition, given less attention than be- 
fore to American decisions, and more to 
Colonial cases. He is convinced that it is 
impossible and inexpedient to present the 


law of the United States side by side with | 


that of England, though he still cites many 
of our decisions. In some instances his 
statement of the law in this country is in- 
adequate; for instance, on page 128, he says 
that in this country the negligence of the 
carrier is prima facie shown by an accident 
to a passenger, citing some cases of the Unit- 
ed States Supreme Court. But to this gen- 
eral rule, our courts make some important 
exceptions, such as in case of an accident to 
a passenger from a missile from outside the 
car. So, on page 150, he says that the rule 
denying application of the maxim, Res ipsa 
loquitur, to master and servant cases, is rec- 
ognized in this country. This by no means 
fully represents our decisions, though it 
does represent those of the Federal Supreme 
Court, which on questions of this kind is 
not superior to, but only co-ordinate with, 
the highest state courts. The case of Fitz- 
gerald v. Southern R. Co. (N. C.) 54 S. E. 
391, 3 L.R.A.(N.S.) 337, applies this doc- 
trine in favor of an injured servant; and, 
as shown by the note in 3 L.R.A.(N.S.) 
337, many, if not a majority, of the deci- 
sions of the state courts hold that the rule 
does apply in a proper case as_ between 
master and servant. But, while it is true 
that this work is not a complete treatise 
on American law, it is of great value for its 
admirable presentation of the law of Eng- 
land, and its clear discussion of the princi- 
ples of the subject. 
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The Humorous Side. 
REFRAINED FROM INFRINGEMENT.—A man 
somewhat noted for his profanity met At 
torney C. D. Saviers, of Columbus, 0., on 
the street and said to him: 
“Lawyer T—————- is a ————— 
, and I have just told him 0, 
You can tell anybody you meet that I 
branded him such to his face, he’s a 
scoundrel. 
him.” 
“No, thank you,” was the response, “I do 
not care to be sued for infringing on any of 
your trademarks.” 


Tell everybody I said 
sO, 


SOMETHING FoR Everybopy.—The follow. 
ing comprehensive notice was forwarded to 
us by a Tennessee attorney: 

Notice. 

I lost a fine pair of Gold-plated Specks in 
W , Or on my way home Mareh 
13-1905—Will pay finder or any one on 
delivery of said Specks to me. 

Further Say have Mules; one Mare, Mileh 
cows, Corn, Oats, Binders, Mowers, Wagons, 
Buggys, Jourseys, Disc plows and many oth 
er things for Sale on my Home farm 3 
miles East of W . 

Turmes easy for cash or trade to suit. 

May Ist 1905. 
J. W. S 

Pea land to rent for 14-Tools furnish 
free of charge. Pumpkin Seed for Sale 
10 ets pr, qt. 
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of England 


eg eae HIS is the scope of a monumental publication 
Wy, now under way by the leading law publishing 
(<4 house of England. Being fully convinced of its 
5 99 value in the United States, we have secured the 
ere agency for this country, and by contracting for 
a large number of sets are able to make a price, including duty 
and delivery to any point in the United States, which is very 
little higher than the price in England. 
This work, of such a magnitude that no British Government 
has ever undertaken it, is now being done by an association of 
the most eminent Judges and lawyers of England, headed by 
The Right Honorable, The Earl of Halsbury as Editor-in- 
Chief, whose name the work bears. Lord Halsbury held for 
nearly twenty years the office of Lord High Chancellor of 
Great Britain, and is now a member of the Judicial Committee 
of the King’s Privy Council. 

This monumental work will be in form neither a Code, 
an Encyclopedia, nor a set of Reports. It states the whole 
law of England, whether Codified, Statutory or Common 
Law, in the form of treatises on each subject by that mem- 
ber of the Bar or Judiciary best fitted to do the work. 

Volume 1 of this great work is now ready. 950 pages, 
Royal 8vo, printed on heavy, calendered paper, bound in dark 
blue buckram, gold lettering and gilt tops. 

Ask for sample pages. 
American Price $7.50 per volume, delivered, duty paid. 
It is estimated that the work will be completed in about 


20 volumes. Large circular with list of contributors sent on 
request. Order now and receive as published. 


Halsbury’s Laws of England 


The Lawyers Co-operative Publishing Co. 
ROCHESTER, N. Y. 


BRANCHES: New York, 81 Nassau Street; Philadelphia, 1235 Arch Street; 
Chicago, 50S Lakeside Building; St. Paul, German-American Bank Building 





























































































Special Advance Subscription Offer 


WE ANNOUNCE THE EARLY PUBLICATION 
OF THE NEW REVISED AND AMPLIFIED 


“Co-op” Digest of U.S. 
Supreme Court Reports 


The best that can be produced 


@.It is to be a monument of American Legal Bibliography. It has taken 
twenty-five years of experience in U.S. Digest making to produce such a 
work at such a lowcost. The object is to exactly meet the needs of the pro- 
fession and it has proven to be the most costly piece of work we ever did. But 
we believe our efforts will be backed by that portion of the bar that demands 
the best. 


The Features 


q A re-analysis of every case ever decided by the court, with a consequent 
re-writing of a large part of the former work. 

@ Addition of a large number of propositions due in a measure to Obiter Dicta 
which have been given’ by citing courts the force of decisions. 

@ The examination of every case, Federal and State, which has ever cited the 
U. S. Supreme Court Reports, and the citing of all these in the Digest under 
the proposition to which they cite. 

@ Atwo-fold Table of Cases which will give a list of the cases decided in the 
U. S. Supreme Court with direct and reverse titles and citation to all editions, 
and references to those paragraphs covering the case, together with a list of all 
jower court cases which have gone up to the U. S. Supreme Court, showing 
what was done with that case in that court. 


Special Price 
$6.00 per Volume 


TO ADVANCE SUBSCRIBERS THE COMPLETE 
DIGEST WILL NOT COST MORE THAN $36.00 


@ We reserve the right to advance the price, after publication, to $7.50 a 
volume. 
q@ Enter your order at once. 


The Lawyers Co-operative Publishing Co. 


ROCHESTER, N. Y. 


BRANCHES: New York, 81 Nassau Street; Philadelphia, 1235 Arch Street; 
Chicago, 50S Lakeside Building; St. Paul, German-American Bank Building 
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A Scientific Analysis 
made elastic by 


A Popular Index 


The superiority of the American Digest Classification scheme lies 
in the fact that, while based on a scientific analysis of the law, it is sup- 
plemented by a multitude of popular titles under which no digest paragraphs 
appear, but, instead, cross-references showing the exact topic and section of 
the digest where matters relating to that subject can be found. These 
numerous cross-reference titles constitute a popular index, enabling a lawyer, 
without any knowledge of the scientific analysis upon which the digest is 
based, to readily find cases on any subject. For example, take the subject 
“Automobiles.’’ The following references will be found under this head in 
the American Digests 1900A to 1907A: 


Automobiles 


Act regulating speed of automobiles on public License tax, see “Licenses,” § 5, 19034; § 1, 
highways as class legislation, see “Constitu- 1905B. 

tional Law,” § 77, 1905B. 1 3 ao 
Maintenance of garage as nuisance, see “Nui 


Acts and ordinances regulating speed of au- sance,” § 5, 1906B. 


tomobiles in public roads or highways as de- ; 
privation of property without due process of | Municipal regulations, see “Municipal Corpora- 
law, see “Constitutional Law,” § 106, 1905B.| tions,” §$ 243, 251, 19054. 

Care required in operating automobile on_high- Municipal regulations as to speed, see “Mu- 
way, see “Highways,” §$ 45, 46, 1902B; § nicipal Corporations,” § 288, 1906B. 
46. 1903B ; §§ 60, 63, G4, 19044; §§ 172-177,| 
1907A. R 


Care required on city streets, see “Municipal | 
Corporations,” § 289, 1906B. 


egistration and licensing, see “Licenses,” § 6, 
1995B. 


| Registration and numbering as_ unreasonable 
; . , .. | search, see “Searches 2 Seizures,” 
Contributory negligence of driver of automobile | e “Searches and Seizures,” § 4, 
killed by defect in street, see “Municipal Cor- 
porations,” §$ 282-285, 1905A. | Regulation of use of automobiles as class legis- 
ation. ace “Conati : aw” & ° 
Excessive speed on highway, see “Highways,” | la Joh apap cn 8 . onstitutional Law,” § 68, 19044 ; 
$177, 1907A wy | 85, ee 


Injuries to persons ia street, see “Municipal | Regulation of use of automobiles in city streets, 
Corporations,” § 235, 190GA | see “Municipal Corporations,” § 234, 1905B. 


Liability for injuries, see “Highways,” § 52,| Right to use highway, see “Iighways,” § 49, 

19058. 1900B: §§ 43-45, 49-51, 1906A; §§ 53, 54, 
58, 1906B 

Liability of municipal corporation for injury to| ~~” — 

person operating automobile, caused by de-| Speed in city streets, see “Municipal Corpora- 

fect in street, see “Municipal Corporations,” | tions,” § 289, 1904A, 

§ 261, 1905A. 


: Sufficiency of title of act relating to speed of 
Lien of garage keeper for storage, see “Ware-| automobiles on public streets, roads and high- 
housemen,” § 7, 1905B. ways, see “Statutes,”’ § 39, 1905B. 
All of our Digests and Reporter Indexes are prepared on 
this scientific yet elastic plan. 


West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
C6290 





Banks; Insolvency 


The Notes in Lawyers Reports Annotated, have made it 
the first set of reports in the United States, because they are 
the fullest possible notes on the narrowest possible subjects. 
For example, in the two Indexes to Notes the subject of Banks 
covers nearly four pages. The six general divisions are as 
follows : I. In G-neral. II. Officers and Agents. III. Banking, 
(a) In gener al, (b) Collections, (c¢) Other transactions ; dis- 
counts. IV. Insolvency of Bank. V. Sav ings Bank. VI. 
Crimes. Now take the one division (IV), Insolvency, and 
you find reference to the following notes: 


18. Generally. 

Liability of executor or trustee for loss of funds through failure of Bank, 
14:103. 7 (n.s.) 617. 

Liability on official bond for loss by Bank failure. 22 : 449. 

Personal liability of director for /ailure to close insolvent Bank. 3 (n.s.) 438, 

. Preferences; set off against Bank. 

Payment of depositor during a run on a bank as an unlawful preference. 

36 : 675. 


Exception to the prohibition of preferences by insolvent national banks. 
25 : 546. i 


tight of debtor of insolvent bank to set off demand. 2: 273. 8 (n.s.) 955. 
Right of preference for money paid to insolvent bank for draft. 10 (n.s.) 
928. 
. Trust in funds. 
Trust in deposit in insolvent bank. 34 : 532. 
Trust in proceeds of collection made by bank when insolvent. 32 : 715. 
Priority in assets of insolvent national bank, by reason of trust character 
of deposit. 25 :546. 1 (n.s.) 252. 5 (n.s.) 955. 
. Right of set-off. 
Right of debtor of insolvent bank to set off demand. 2: 273. 8 (n.s.) 955. 
By or against insolvent bank. 17 : 456. 
Right to set off against insolvent bank claims purchased after insolvency. 
21 ; 282. 
Depositors right of set-off when bank becomes bankrupt. 55 : 48. 
2. Liability of stockholders. 
Contingency of liability of stockholders in national bank as affecting time 
for presentation against estate. 58 : 85. 


If you are interested in any phase of the subject of Banks 
we will gladly show you just how it is covered in L. R. A. 

Let us do the same on any other branch of the law you 
are now investigating. It may mean to you the difference 
between success and failure. 


THE LAWYERS CO-OPERATIVE PUB. CO. 
ROCHESTER, N. Y. 
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